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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 1 and 7 both disclose sorting by a second attribute but never teaches 
what the first attribute is. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-11, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Microsoft Windows XP (MS Windows). 

As to claim 1 , MS Windows discloses a method of arranging user-modified 
variable names (see Fig. 2 e.g. items 250(a)(b)(c)) in a presentation list (see 
Fig. 2 e.g. item 210), comprising the steps of: receiving a system request to 
display (see Fig. 2 clicking item 200 brings up item 210) variables in the 
presentation list (see Fig.2 e.g. item 210); and sorting the variables by giving 
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user-named variables greater priority over system-named variables and then 
sorting by a second attribute (see Fig. 2 e.g. sorting is shown by are 220 being 
system-named and area 230 being user-named). 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 2, MS Windows discloses wherein the method further comprises the 
step of displaying the variables when a user selects the variables using a drop- 
down control (see Fig. 2 after clicking item 200, presentation list 210 being a 
drop-down style menu appears). 

As to claim 3, MS Windows discloses wherein the method further comprises the 
step of distinguishing between a user-named variable (250(a)(b)(c)) and a 
system-named variable (260) (see Fig 2. where item 240 divides areas 220 and 
230 to easily distinguish between user-named and system-named variables). 

As to claim 4, MS Windows discloses wherein the step of distinguishing is 
accomplished using at least one among labeling and text formatting (see Fig. 2 
e.g. items 2500(a)(b)(c) are labeled "User Created" which falls under text 
formatting and labeling to distinguish from system-named) 
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As to claim 5, MS Windows discloses wherein the second criteria is an 
alphabetical order (see Fig. 3 where another drop down menu 300 is displayed 
showing a sort command and the items in the user-named area 230 are sorted 
alphabetically). 

Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 5, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 



Claims 7-1 1 are similar in scope to claims 1-5, and are therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. However, MS Windows does not disclose "memory" and 
"processor". However, these components would have been inherent to MS 
Windows in order to allow the method to perform as expected/required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6,12-13, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Microsoft Windows XP {MS Windows) in view of Liu (US 



5,706,449). 
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As to claim 6, note the discussion of MS Windows above. MS Windows does not 
disclose wherein the second criteria is a chronological order. Liu teaches wherein 
the second criteria is a chronological order (see column 5 lines 49-50). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use presentation list of MS 
Windows with the chronological sorting as taught by Liu because it provides a 
method and system for providing improved controls in graphical user interface 
(see column 2 lines 59-60). 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 6, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 13, Liu teaches wherein the presentation list (32) is at least one 
among a drop-down list (see column 4 lines 41-43) and a list box (see column 4 
lines 41-44). 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to claim 6, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Alimpich (US 5,872,568) teaches creating a list from pre- 
defined and user values. Beechick (US 5,218,700) teaches sorting a list of items. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua Pender whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1045. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th, 7:30am - 5:00pm. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. Information 
regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

jp Joshua Pender 

10/11/06 2174 




